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P. 7. After ACCIPITER RHODOGASTER, add 

ACCIPITER STEVENSONI, Gurney, Ibis, 1863, p. 447, pl. xi. 

Hab. China, Singapore, Java. 

I had overlooked this, from its being headed ‘ Description of a 
new Hawk from China.” 

P. 18. SPIzAETUS cirrmatus, omit “Nisaetus alboniger, 
Blyth” &c. from among the synonyms. 

P. 14. After SPIZAETUS KIENERI, add 

SPIZAETUS PHILIPPENSIS, Gurney, in Gould’s ‘ Birds of Asia,’ 
pt. 15. 

Hab. Philippine Islands. 

SPIZAETUS aALBONIGER (Blyth), Journ. As. Soc. Beng. 1845, 
vol. xiv. p. 173; Gould, ‘ Birds of Asia,’ pt. 15, pl. 

Hab. Malacca, Borneo. 

P.14. After SPIZAETUS NANUS, add:—On comparing this with 
specimens in the Norwich and British Museums, I think it may be 
the immature state of S. alboniger, although it differs so remark- : 
ably from that species. 

I am informed that there are several species from the Philip- 
pine Islands in the Norwich Museum not included in my list, 
which only professes to give published species in addition to 
those in my own collection. It is much to be wished that some 
competent ornithologist would draw up a list of the birds of the 
Philippine Islands from an examination of the specimens in the 
principal European and American museums. 


XIX.—WNotices of Recent Ornithological Publications. 


J]. Enesa. 


Durne the past year Mr. Gould has displayed more than his 
wonted activity. Besides the usual two parts of the ‘ Birds of 
Great Britain,’ and the single part of the ‘ Birds of Asia,’ he has 
brought out another portion of the Supplement to the ‘ Birds 
of Australia *.’ The species depicted in these several publications 
are as follows :— 


* The preceding part (the third) of this ‘Supplement’ was published 
in 1859 (Cf. Ibis, 1859, pp. 454, 455). 
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‘ Birds of Great Britain’ :— 
Part XI. August Ist, 1867. 


Hawk Owl. Great Tit. 
Little Owl. Dunlin (winter plumage). 
Tengmalm’s Owl. (summer plumage). 
Nightingale. Sanderling. 
Bee-eater. Roseate Tern. 
Bullfinch. | Red-crested Duck. 
Rock Pipit. | Common Gull. 
Vinous Pipit. | 
Part XII. September 1st, 1867. 
Hen Harrier. Siskin. 
Ash-coloured Harrier. Spotted Redshank. 
Raven. Crested Tit. 
Pine-Grosbeak. Lapland Bunting. 
Ring Ousel. Surf-Scoter. 
Pied Wagtail. Velvet Scoter. 
White Wagtail. Bernicle Goose. 
Richard’s Pipit. 
‘ Birds of Asia’ :— 


Part XIX. May lst, 1867. 


Phasianus soemmerringi. Nagasaki. ; Emberiza pusilla. Northern Asia. 


scintillans. Yokohama. Montifringilla adamsi. Ladakh. 
Nectarinia osea, Palestine. Syrrhaptes paradoxus. Central 

zeylonica. India. Asia. 

insignis. Penang. Excalfatoria chinensis. Malasia. 
— gouldiæ. Himalaya. minima. Macassar. 
—— saturata. India. Garrulax delesserti. Nilgherries. 
Melanocorypha maxima. Affgha- gularis. Assam. 


nistan ? Sterna melanogaster. India. 
‘ Birds of Australia’? :— 


Supplement. Part IV. December lst, 1867. 


Polytelis alexandræ. Central Aus- | Malurus leuconotus. Interior of 5. 
tralia. Australia. 

Geopsittacus occidentalis. Western eallainus. Interior of S. Aus- 
S. Australia, tralia. 

Cyclopsitta coxeni. Queensland. hypoleucus. Cape York. 

Chlamydera guttata. N.W. Aus- | Lophophaps ferruginea. West Aus- 
tralia. tralia. 


Q2 
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Lophophaps leucogaster (sp. n.). S. | Atrichia rufescens., Richmond 


Australia. River. 
Pardalotus xanthopygius. S. Aus- | Gerygone personata, Cape York. 
tralia. Cacomantis castaneiventris. 
Ptilotis cassidix. (Patria ignota.) Queensland. 
Sphenura broadbenti. Victoria. Actiturus bartramius. Botany Bay ! 


Tt is almost unnecessary for us to make any remarks. This 
list of plates tells its own tale. Some of them, of course, please 
our eye more than do others; but there are few, if any, that fail 
to please it somehow. 


Whatever opinion our readers may entertain of the principles 
of Mr. Darwin’s well-known theory, we believe they will all be 
charmed with one at least of his last two volumes *. The amount 
of information the anthor sets forth on Pigeons and Poultry is 
very great, and his skill in marshalling the countless facts he 
cites is perfectly marvellous. He seems to possess, if not the 
philosopher’s stone, yet a touchstone of wondrous virtue; and 
the way he applies it to detect the presence of a grain or two of 
gold in a heap of apparent rubbish must be witnessed to be appre- 
ciated. He extracts facts of the highest scientific importance 
from materials commonly neglected by naturalists, in a manner 
most pleasing to contemplate. To the readers of this Journal the 
minute descriptions of the various races and breeds of Columba 
livia and Gallus bankiva cannot fail to be deeply interesting ; 
and the anatomical details he furnishes with respect to the va- 
rieties of these species are, so far as we know, presented to the 
public for the first time. As regards some of the other domesti- 
cated birds, Mr. Darwin, we think, is not so successful ; and his 
statement (vol. i. p. 237) that the wild form of the Chinese 
Goose (Anser cygnoides) is “ still unknown or extinct” is cer- 
tainly incorrect. The wild stock of this bird was described and 
figured by Pallas (Zoogr. Ross.-As. ii. pp. 218-220, pl. Ixiv.), 
Temminck, and Schlegel (Faun. Jap. Aves, pp. 125, 126, tab. 
Ixxxi.), and again in great detail by Dr. L. von Schrenck (Reisen 
u. s. w. im Amur-Lande, i. pp. 457-462, taf. xv.), and, we should 


* The Variation of Animals and Plants under Domestication. By 
CHARLES Darwin, M.A., F.R.S., &e. London: 1868. 2 vols. 8vo, 


— n 
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have thought, was perfectly well known. Still, this, and a few 
other imperfections of less importance, does not hinder the 
work from being one of the greatest interest. 


Mr. Tristram’s book on the Natural History of the Bible * 
only requires a brief notice here, for we believe that his writings 
are fully and deservedly appreciated by our readers. - It will be 
sufficient to remark that this compendious little volume, as 
might be expected from an author so thoroughly acquainted 
with his subject, contains a very complete account of the matters 
of which he treats, and is an excellent example of a scientific 
work written in a popular style. It is certainly the best book 
on Bible Natural History that has ever appeared, and it will 
probably long enjoy that preeminence. As regards Ornithology, 
which occupies nearly a fifth of the volume, there is little left to 
be desired. Most of the woodeuts with which it is illustrated 
have appeared before; but these are from the pencil of Mr. 
Wolf, and therefore not to be surpassed. The new ones are not 
so successful, being by a very inferior artist, as witness the 
figures of the Collared Turtle (p. 217), Hey’s Partridge (p. 277), 
and the Senegal Sand-Grouse (p. 229). On the whole we can 
most conscientiously recommend the work, and we look forward 
with more interest than before to the Manual on the Fauna and 
Flora of Palestine which Mr. Tristram is preparing for publica- 


tion by the Ray Society. 


ere 


Mr. A. Leith Adams has wandered to some purpose in India, 
and has produced a very fairly written and readable book +, of a 
kind very much wanted in that country. We have had no end 
of volumes on Indian wild sports, written by men who know a 
great deal about shooting but who are no naturalists. This is 


* The Natural History of the Bible: being a Review of the Physical 
Geography, Geology, and Meteorology of the Holy Land ; with a deserip- 
tion of every Animal and Plant mentioned in Holy Seripture. By H. B. 
Tristram, M.A., F.L.S., &e. London: 1867. 12mo, pp. 516. 

+ Wanderings of a Naturalist in India, the Western Himalayas and 
Cashmere. By A. Lertu Apams, M.B., Surgeon, of H. M. 22nd Regi- 
ment. Edinburgh: 1867. 8vo, pp. 333. 
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perhaps the first work that has appeared from the pen of a man 
who combines both characters, and is able to give the scientifie 
name of an animal he has happened to kill. The best of the 
author’s ornithological observations, however, have before ap- 
peared in print, having been communicated by him to the Zoo- 
logical ‘ Proceedings ° for 1858 (pp. 466-512), since which time, 
as many of our readers know, he has been knocking about in 
various parts of the world, and has enrolled his name among 
those of our contributors (Ibis, 1864, pp. 1-36), where” we 
should be glad to see it again; for a naturalist so observant, and 
with such opportunities as Mr. Adams has enjoyed, must have 
always plenty to say for himself. 


Mrs. Hugh Blackburn has published a second and concluding 
part of her ‘ Birds drawn from Nature,’ which now forms an 
inviting and handsome volume*. The first part was noticed 
at some length in this Journal a few years ago (Ibis, 1862, 
pp. 290-294) ; the second is like unto it, and contains some 
very pretty and characteristic sketches. Among them we may 
especially mention for its excellence that of the young Hooded 
Crow, no. xxxiv. A very exciting scene is well represented in 
no. xxvii., the group of sea-birds, wherein the different idiosyn- 
crasies of Tern, Gull, and Auk are happily and truthfully ren- 
dered. Other plates are not so successful ; in a good many the 
plumage is made to look like fur or wool ; but as the artist, in 
all cases, has “ drawn from nature,” the general result is tolerably 
satisfactory. 

2. Frencu. 

The generosity of M. Alphonse Milne-Edwards has furnished 
us with ten more livraisons of his magnificent work} since we 
last noticed it (Ibis, 1867, pp. 242, 248). These contain 
twenty-seven shects of letterpress and forty-three plates, the 
latter, without exception, most beautifully executed. The plan 


* Birds drawn from Nature. By Mrs. Huen Bracksurn. Glasgow: 
1868. Folio. 

+ Recherches anatomiques et paléontologiques pour servir à l'histoire 
des Oiseaux Fossiles de la France. Par ALPHONSE MitNnE-Epwanps. Li- 
vraisons 4-13. Paris: 1867. 4to. 
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of the book now reveals itself; but it would still be very prema- 
ture to speak of it as a whole. After a chapter of general con- 
siderations, we have one containing the author’s preliminary 
notions of the osteology of birds. This chapter is divided into 
sections, each treating of the bones of one portion of the ske- 
leton—the leg, trunk, wing, and head respectively. Then begins 
the real business of the work with a chapter devoted to the os- 
teological characters of the family of “ Palmipédes lamelliros- 
tres,” or, as we should say, Anatide. The arrangement of the 
subject in the sections just mentioned is here again followed, 
most conveniently for comparison of results; and this is suc- 
ceeded by a description of the fossil species belonging to the fa- 
mily, first those of the tertiary epoch, and next those of the so- 
called “quaternary.” None of these last differ from those now 
inhabiting France, though there is reason to suppose that the 
more peculiarly northern forms were then more abundant than 
now; but of the tertiary species, besides those mentioned in 
our former notice, remains of three others, Anas consobrina, A. 
natator, and A. robusta, are figured and described. We have 
then a chapter treating of fossil birds probably allied to the 
Anatide ; and here M. Milne-Edwards lodges the celebrated gi- 
gantic Gastornis parisiensis, about which so many opposite opi- 
nions have been held. Its exact position must remain in doubt 
until more relics of it are discovered. But our author concludes 
that it was incapable of flight, though probably a swimmer. 
M. Milne-Edwards next passes to the“ Palmipédes totipalmes,” 
in the treatment of which the same admirably clear arrangement 
is pursued. Here we have figured and described, as new species 
of the tertiary epoch, Pelecanus gracilis, Graculus miocenus, G. 
littoralis, G. intermedius, and Sula arvernensis, while in the midst 
of the account of S. ronzonii (Gervais) the letterpress of the work 
at present stops. Besides these species, figures are also given of 
remains of Pelagornis miocenus from the Armagnac, Graculus 
carbo from Grays, in Essex, and, from the Allier, Colymboides 
minutus, “ oiseau fossile, voisin des Plongeurs,” Larus desnoyersi, 
L. elegans, L. totanoides, and Hydrornis natator (Aymard), de- 
scriptions of which we may shortly expect in the continuation of 
the work. 
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It gives us great pleasure thus to notice a publication in every 
way commendable, whether we regard the zeal and conscien- 
tiousness with which the author has worked, the novelty of the 
subject, or the profuseness with which it is illustrated. 

The third volume of the ‘ Bulletin’ of the ‘ Nouvelles Ar- 
chives du Muséum’ contains an illustrated paper by M. Jules 
Verreaux, in which two species of birds are described as new, and 
a third is figured for the first time. The first of these three 
species is Chetura grandidieri, discovered on the cast coast of 
Madagascar by M. Alfred Grandidier, of whose labours in elu- 
cidating the fauna of the “grande ile Africaine ” we have pre- 
sently to speak at greater length. The second is made the type 
of a new genus under the name of Ampelioides flavitorques ; but 
our friend Mr. Sclater informs us that he has examined the 
specimen (sent from the Rio Napo and now in the Paris Mu- 
seum) on which this genus and species is founded, and finds 
it to be identical with Ampelion cinctus (Tschudi) already figured 
in the ‘ Proceedings of the Zoological Society’ (1855, p. 152, 
pl. 104). The third species of which M. Verreaux treats is Fou- 
dia eminentissima, Bp. (Consp. Av. i. p. 446), a very beautiful 
bird from Zanzibar, of which the collection at Paris contains the 
unique example. We may remark that, considering the very 
small range of other species of this genus, we are very much m- 
clined to doubt the truth of the supposition hazarded by Bona- 
parte (loc. cit.), and repeated by Dr. Ifartlaub (Orn. Madag. 
p. 56), as to an immature or female specimen, obtained in Ma- 
dagascar, and now also at Paris, belonging to this species. 


In the ‘Revue ct Magasin de Zoologie’ for last year M. 
Alléon pleads (pp. 1-7) for the admission into the European 
Fauna of Accipiter badius and Columba risoria. By the former 
is, of course, meant in reality A. brevipes (cf. Ibis, 1865, pp. 
341, 342); and no one can doubt the propriety of including it as 
a bird of South-eastern Europe. Touching the occurrence of 
the latter at Constantinople, we may refer to the evidence of 
Mr. E. C. Taylor (Ibis, 1864, p. 410), as well as to the older 
testimony of Strickland (P. Z.S. 1836, p. 100) and Colonel 
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Drummond-Hay (Ann. and Mag. N. H. xiii. p. 13). M. Gran- 
didier gives (pp. 85-88) a list of supposed new birds discovered 
by himself in Madagascar; but he was unfortunately premature 
in sending home the diagnoses of some of them, as a later note 
(pp. 254-256) from him testifies. However, Nisus polleni, 
Lllisia lantzi, E. chloropetoides, Coua coquereli, C. cursor, and 
C. verreauxi appear to be new. He subsequently publishes 
(pp. 818-3821, 353-360, 385-392, 417-120) a series of papers 
(concluded in the volume for the present year) on the “ Oiseaux 
observés à Madagascar, de 1865 à 1867,” a title which, we must 
take the liberty of remarking, does not seem to us to be literally 
accurate, inasmuch as certain species are included in the list 
(Hypherpes corallirostris for example) which do not appear to 
have been “ observed” by the author, or, indeed, by any other 
naturalist within that period ; and, at the same time, the list, as a 
list of the birds of Madagascar, is incomplete, several species being 
omitted the occurrence of which in the island is incontestable. 
Respecting the new species introduced by the author, we do not 
like to give any decided opinion; and we cannot help wishing 
that M. Grandidier had exercised a like forbearance as regards 
species described by other naturalists. He would thus have 
been spared the assertion (R. Z. 1868, p. 5) that Anas melleri 
(P. Z. S. 1864, pp. 487, 488, pl. xxxiv.) is probably only a 
variety of 4. boschas, and that he does not believe it to have been 
“nouvelle pour la science.” He says he has only seen female 
specimens of it; but in truth the sexes scarcely differ in plumage. 
On the other hand, we believe M. Grandidier to be quite right in 
identifying Hylophorba ruticilla (P. Z. S. 1865, pp. 326, 327, pl. 
xiii.) with Calicalicus madagascariensis (Linn.). M. Marchand 
continues (pp. 838-37, 138, 139, 322-324) his Catalogue of the 
birds of the Eure-et-Loir, and M. Vian (pp. 129-138, 17 1-176, 
199-208) his “ Causeries Ornithulogiques,” the latter treating 
of Aquila nevivides and A. nævia, Falco peregrinvides (se. F. 
barbarus, Linn.), and Emberiza passerina. M. Jules Verreaux 
also contributes (pp. 169-17-4) a list of birds collected in Northern 
China by Mgr. Perny, of which two ae new,—Picus pernii 
(pp. 271, 272, pl. xvi.) somewhat resembling P. cathpharwus, but 
differing in its whitish rump, a black band extending down its 
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belly, and a red patch on the breast, and Nectarinia dabru 
(pl. xv.) belonging to the long-tailed group which contains N. 
nipalensis, but differing from all others of it in the whitish tips 
to the outer rectrices. The collection contained examples of 
two other rare birds :—Hypsipetes niveiceps, Swinhoe (Ibis, 1864 
p. 424), and Thaumalea amherstie, a male, as all other specimens 
of this scarce species have been (ef. Ibis, 1867, p. 371). A few 
other articles of less importance, and a series of plates repre- 
senting nestling birds by M. Marchand, make up the ornitholo- 
gical portion of our contemporary’s contents; and it is certainly 
gratifying thus to find our science once more assuming its former 
position of importance in France. 


3. Durcu. 

We have to mention the publication of two livraisons of the 
long-expected work* by Prof. Schlegel and M. Pollen, on the 
researches carried on in Madagascar by the gentleman last 
named, and his companion M. van Dam. When the work is 
completed we shall probably speak at greater length of it. The 
cream of these praiseworthy discoveries had previously been 
taken off by Prof. Schlegel, in papers contributed by him to the 
the ‘Nederlandsch Tijdschrift voor de Dierkunde?’ (vol. ii. 
pp. 79-89) and to our own Zoological ‘ Proceedings’ for 1866 
(pp. 419-426) ; we were therefore in some measure prepared for 
what was to follow. But we find that the authors are in several 
instances inclined to a belief in the superiority of “second 
thoughts ;” and on reconsideration certain species of which the 
validity was then denied are now (and as we humbly think with 
justice) recognized. One of them is the Madagascar Kestrel, 
described by Mr. Gurney long ago in this journal (‘ Ibis,’ 1863, 
pp. 34-37, pl. ii.) as being distinct equally from the Mauritian 
Tinnunculus punctatus and the Seychelles T. gracilis, a matter 
on which it appears to us that no person who had ever seen the 
three forms could entertain a moment’s doubt. A little more 
reflection, and perhaps the reexamination of specimens, will, we 

* Recherches sur la Faune de Madagascar et de ses Dépendances, 
d'après les découvertes de MM. François P. L. Pollen et D. ©. van Dam. 
Mammifères et Oiseaux par H. ScuLecGer et Frangors P. L. POLLEN. 
Leyde: 1867. Royal 8vo. (Livraisons I., IL.) 
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think, induce Prof. Schlegel to alter his opinion as to the species 
of Zosterops which inhabit the Mascarene Islands. Mauritius and 
Réunion possess each two species of this genus, the two found in 
the first being Z. chloronotus, Hartl.*, and Z. mauritiana (Gm.)— 
not mauritanica (!), by the way, as our authors have it,—and the 
two inhabiting Réunion being Z. hasitata, Hartl. and Z. borbo- 
nica (Bodd.)+. Now these four species form two beautiful pairs of 
representatives, Z. chloronotus and Z. hesitata on the one hand, 
and Z. mauritiana and Z. borbonica on the other ; but that each 
of these four is distinct there can be no question. Onur authors, 
probably not having compared specimens of both pairs from both 
islands, allow the existence of three species only, imagining that 
Z. chloronotus and Z. mauritiana are synonyms, and that Z. borbo- 
nica inhabits Mauritius as well as Réunion. Another case in 
which they have decidedly erred is in ascribing the bird mentioned 
by Dr. Roch in this journal (Ibis, 1862, p. 267) under the name 
of Falco radama to F. peregrinus. We hope shortly to give a 
figure of this specimen ; and then, we doubt not, the truth of what 
we now allege will be fully admitted. 

We must make one more remark before leaving this in- 
teresting work. What can be the object of printing the 
manuscript names applied by M. Pollen “in litteris” to species 
which had been previously described ? Of course that gentleman 
was quite right in sending home descriptions of his specimens 
as he collected them, and quite right in putting names to those 
descriptions. Some of them were published from time to time 
by Prof. Schlegel in the Dutch journal (now, alas! extinct) to 
which we have already referred, and many of the names there 
applied stand ; but as for the others, they merely encumber the 
memories and mislead the imagination of ornithologists. Let us 

* Whether this is the Certhia chloronotus of Vicillot (Ois. dor. p. 61, 
pl. 28), as Dr. Hartlaub supposes, we do not pretend to say. Prof. Schlegel 
asserts that itis not. If he be right, the species will probably require a 
new name. 

t Prof. Schlegel identifies the “Grimpereau de Visle de Bourbon” of 
Buffon (P1. enl. No. 681, fig. 2), on which is based the Certhia borbonica 
of Boddaert (Table PI. enl. p. 42), with the Motacilla borbonica of Gmelin 
(S. N. i. p. 981), founded on “le Figuier de l'Isle de Bourbon ” of Brisson: 
(Orn. iii. p. 510). 
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conelude by saying that nearly all the plates, as, indeed, is usual 
in any works with which Prof. Schlegel has to do, are beautifully 
drawn—a rare merit in these days. 


In the ‘Archives Néerlandaises’ for 1867, Heer Crommelin pub- 
lishes some “ Contributions à l‘Hybridologie Ornithologique.” 
Those who are acquainted with the two excellent papers of M. de 
Sélys- Longchamps, in the ‘ Bulletins’ of the Royal Academy of 
Brussels (vols. xii. and xxiii.) know that it is not easy to detect 
a new hybrid among the European Anatide which has escaped 
the notice of that expert Belgian naturalist ; but Heer Crommelin 
seems to have found two such new crosses. One, between the 
Mute Swan and the tame Goose, it is true, has been before 
mentioned by Mr. Morton, but, it is believed, erroneously. The 
offspring of this union did not arrive at maturity. The second 
new cross recorded by our author is believed by him to be 
between Anas acuta and A. strepera. We must remark that in 
the case of wild hybrids there must always be very great uncer- 
tainty as to their parentage ; even among partly tame birds such 
uncertainty sometimes exists ; it is a wise man who always knows 
his own duck’s father! As an instance of this we may cite the 
remarkable case described and figured by Mr. Sclater (P. Z. S. 
1859, p. 442, pl. elviii.) of the hybrids bred in the Zoological 
Gardens, and known to have been produced from Tadorna vul- 
panser g, and T. cana @. No person seeing or even examining 
these specimens could have rightly guessed their descent, the 
plumage not being at all a blending of the plumage of their 
parents, but possessing some characters, to wit “ the dusky-grey 
flanks,” quite distinct from either, and possessing, indeed, a 
certain resemblance to that of the Australian 7. tadornoides, 
reverting, no doubt Mr. Darwin would say, to the coloration of 
some remote progenitor, a Tadorna prisca, of which the Austra- 
lian Shelldrake is now the form that varies least from the 
original stock. 

4, GERMAN. 
It has long been known that Natterer was a model travelier ; 
and it has long been a subject of regret that so little respecting 
his researches and discoveries in South America, where he © 
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wandered nearly twenty years, had been made known. This 
was the more surprising, considering that the Museum of Vienna 
had profited so largely by the collections he formed, and that a 
large quantity of his manuscript notes existed in that establish- 
ment. Herr von Pelzeln has set himself to supply the defi- 
ciency, and has published the first portion of a work on the 
ornithology of Brazil, with special reference to the results of 
Natterer’s travels*. When the book is completed we hope to 
speak more at length concerning it; meanwhile we will only say 
that we can highly recommend it to our readers as a very care- 
fully executed work, and one which reflects credit as much on 
the labours of the ornithologist to whose memory it is a fitting 
tribute, as on those of the ornithologist who is its author. 


Herr von Pelzeln has also communicated a short paper to the 
Transactions of the Imperial and Royal Zoologico-botanical 
Society of Vienna (1867, pp. 815—318)-.on a collection of bird- 
skins, sent from New Zealand by Dr. Julius Haast. The fault 
of the collection is that no precise localities are given for the 
specimens. Among the species of which examples were sent, 
two are described as new, Anthornis ruficeps and Nenicus gilvi- 
ventris; and the author takes the opportunity of describing a 
third, Calleas olivascens, which was obtained at Auckland during 
the voyage of the Austrian frigate ‘ Novara,’ and included by 
him in his account of the ornithology of that expedition, under 
the name of C. cinerea (Reise ‘ Novara,’ Vögel, p. 86). While 
on the subject of New-Zealand ornithology we may mention 
that Mr. Buller’s “ Essay ” before noticed by us (Ibis, 1867, 
pp. 131-133) has been translated into German by Herr O. Finsch, 
for the ‘Journal für Ornithologie, and appears in the September 
“ Heft ” of that periodical (pp. 8305-347) interspersed with many 
valuable notes by the industrious translater. The species de- 
scribed by Mr. Buller as Mimus carunculatus, on which we before 

* Zur Ornithologie Brasiliens. tesultate von Johann Natterers 
Reisen in den Jahren 1817 bis 1835 dargestellt von AVGUST von 
PELZELN, Custos am K. K. zoologischen Cabinete in Wien. I Ab- 


theilung. Wien: 1868. (London: Williams and Norgate).  8vo, 
pp. 68 and xxxi. 
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commented, is referred by Herr Finsch to Anthochera; but as 
Mr. Buller’s specific name is already occupied by an Australian 
species of that genus, Herr Finsch proposes to call the New- 
Zealand bird A. bulleri. 


It behoves us to mention that our excellent and much esteemed 
contemporary the ‘ Journal fiir Ornithologie’ has entered upon 
a second Series with the present year. We accordingly make 
our compliments to its learned editor and all who are concerned 
in conducting it on this auspicious event, and wish their “‘ Neue 
Folge” all the success it so highly deserves. We can with great 
pleasure look back on the amity which has always prevailed 
between Dr. Cabanis’s ‘ Journal’ and ‘ The Ibis; in neither 
publication will be found a single word derogating from the 
other. That this good feeling will continue there can be no 
reason to doubt. We are very glad to find that it is intended 
to publish a full index to the fifteen volumes of the old Series ; 
this alone was wanting in order that the very great value of the 
information they contain might be thoroughly appreciated. 


After a very minute and elaborate examination of the egg- 
shells of various birds, Herr Rudolf Blasius comes to the con- 
clusion that in respect to these productions the microscope 
affords little, if any, sure help to classification. The layers of 
which the shell is composed vary ; and especially is this the case 
with the main layer (Kernschicht) which varies in the same 
ege even; oologists therefore cannot expect histology will do 
much for them. Nevertheless, if any there be who think other- 
wise, we recommend them to study this gentleman’s little work*, 
on which he appears to have bestowed great pains, and, we can 
only regret, with a result so little satisfactory. The author sets 
a very good example with regard to the bibliography of his 
subject, as copious lists of writers who have before treated it are 
furnished ; indeed it was in consequence of the investigations of 
one of them, Dr. Landois (cf. Rec. Zool. Lit. ii. pp. 85, 86), that 

* Ueber die Bildung, Structur und systematische Bedeutung der 
Hischaale der Vögel. Von Rupotr Buastvs. Leipzig: 1867. 8vo, 
pp. 48. 
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Herr Blasius was induced to set about his series of observa- 
tions. 
5. Swepisu. 

Our friend Dr. Malmgren has kindly forwarded us a copy of 
an Appendix which he has written to the narrative of the Swedish 
Spitsbergen Expedition of 1864*, containing a brief account of 
the natural history of that country. This we conclude was 
written some time ago, as the author, in referring to some 
remarks of his own (Journ. fiir Orn. 1865, pp. 385-400) on a 
paper which appeared in ‘The Ibis’ (1865, pp. 199-219, 
496-525), takes no notice of an article (Journ. für Orn. 1867, 
pp. 207-211) which contained some comments on those remarks. 


6. AMERICAN. 


The ‘Memoirs’ of the Boston Society of Natural History 
contain (vol. i. pp. 181-172) an able exposition by Dr. Elliot 
Coues of the structure of Colymbus torquatus (sc. glacialis), which 
is described in language at once precise and clear, after a fashion 
which some other anatomists would do well to imitate. The 
osteology is treated at considerable length, the myology less com- 
pletely. The paper would, however, have been more satisfactory 
had not the illustrations to it been somewhat scanty. 


Two papers by our late friend Dr. Henry Bryant appear in the 
‘ Proceedings of the Boston Socicty of Natural History” The 
first (vol. xi. pp. 63-70) consists of “ Additions to a List of 
Birds seen at the Bahamas,” a subject which, as may be gathered 
from the title, had been before treated by the author (cf. Ibis, 
1860, pp. 97-98). On the occasion of Dr. Bryant’s visit to the 
islands in 1859, he was told that Inagua, one of the largest and 
the most southerly of the group, was extremely fertile, possess- 
ing forests of large trees and rich savannas. He consequently 
thought that this “ garden of Eden,” as it had been described by 
him, would prove to be of a different geological formation, and 
hoped that it would furnish a somewhat different ornis. In order 
to determine these points, he visited it in the winter of 1865-6, 


* Bihang till berättelsen om den Svenska expeditionen till Spets- 
bergen 1864, af A. J. MALMGREN. Stockholm: 1868. Svo, pp. 22. 
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and was much disappointed to find that Inagua was, if any 


thing, more desolate and dreary than the other islands, and 


EJ 
belonged to precisely the same formation. Twenty-three birds 
are mentioned as having been found upon it, but no novelty. 
Indeed the only new species met with by the Doctor in his 
second visit was Geothlypis rostrata, from Nassau, a bird dif- 
fering from the common G. trichas chiefly by its larger size 
and entirely yellow belly. 

Dr. Bryant’s second paper (tom. cit. pp. 89-98) is a “ List 
of the Birds of St. Domingo,” an island of which not much is 
known ornithologically, the most complete list of its birds 
hitherto published being that by M. Sallé (P. Z. S. 1857, 
pp. 230-237). Several local races, which no doubt many persons 
would call species, are distinguished by Dr. Bryant; but the 
only new bird described as of that rank by him is Chrysomitris 
dominicensis, from the western or Haytian end of the island. 
This species seems to be by no means a normal Chrysomitris, 
having a bill (to judge by the figure) almost as thick as a 
Sparrow’s ; and we should suppose it ought to be referred to some 
other genus. 


In the ‘ Proceedings’ of the Philadelphia Academy the inde- 
fatigable Mr. Lawrence describes two new species from New 
Granada. There are Phenicothraupis vinacea, probably most 
nearly resembling P. rubica, and Leptoptila cassini, which has 
been on two previons occasions, once by Mr. Cassin (Proc. Ac. 
Sc. Philad. 1860, p. 195) and once by the author himself 
(Ann. Lye. N. Y. vii. p. 338), taken for L. verreauxi, from which 
it differs in its much darker colouring. Mr. Lawrence also pro- 
poses to rename his Tachyphonus rubrifrons (Proc. Ac. Se. Philad. 
1865, p. 106) T. propinquus, having discovered that the red on 
the forehead of the male specimen he first described is due to a 
stain. On principle we object to this alteration ; Strickland 
showed years ago that names were names and not descriptions, 
and accordingly that it mattered nothing whether they were 
appropriate or the contrary. It would be exceedingly incon- 
venient if all the persons of the name of Redhead in England or 
America who might happen to have dark hair, were to insist on 
being called Blacklock ! 
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It may seem very ungracious to say so, but we must confess 
we regret to find Mr. Cassin continuing his “ Fasti Ornitho- 
logie.” We would far rather see him occupied in revising 
with his wonted skill and diligence obscure groups of birds. 
His last labour is that of galvanizing the dead body of names 
applied by a nameless author in the ‘Encyclopædia Londi- 
nensis.’ There is no doubt that our good friend has, to a certain 
extent, the law of priority on his side ; but we would ask him to 
have some compassion upon human infirmity ; if, however, he will 
not listen to an appeal for mercy, we will meet him on his own 
ground. Can the names bestowed by a nameless author stand ? 
Mr. Cassin, we think, is bound to show us who his author was. 
As it is, he has only told us who he was not. Mr. John Wilkes, 
the Editor of the ‘Encyclopædia Londinensis,’ was not the 
Mr. John Wilkes of ‘ North Briton’ notoriety! But we entirely 
refuse admission among the ranks of ornithologists even to the 
editor of the aforenamed Encyclopædia, and we must regard the 
ornithological articles therein as the work of an anonymous 
authority. Now an anonymous authority is in scientific matters 
justly regarded as no authority at all. When we have somebody 
tangible to deal with, then we shall be in a position to consider 
the question Mr. Cassin has raised ; and then, if need be, we may 
possibly allow the validity of the names bestowed by this some- 
body on the thirty-two species to which he was apparently the 
first to affix Latin appellations*. 


\ 


XX.—Letters, Announcements, &c. 


Tue following letters, addressed “ To the Editor of ‘ The Ibis,’ ” 
have been received :— 
Dobroyde, Aug. 23, 1867. 
Srr,—During my rambles in search of specimens in the 
Clarence-River district, and especially in the neighbourhood of 


* It would seem as if there must have been more than one edition of 
this Encyclopedia. In the copy we have consulted, though the pagi- 
nation, date, and other particulars agree with those given by Mr. Cassin, 
we do not find any mention, under Latin names, of the various species of 
Buceros, for example, the nomenclature of which is said by him to be 
thereby affected. 
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